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Claims 1-22 arc pending. Claims 15-22 have been canceled. By this amendment, claims 
1-14 are pending. No new matter will be incorporated into the present application by entry ol 
this Amendment, II the Office determines that: any additional fees are deemed to be necessary 
with the filing of this Amendment, then the Office is authorized and requested to charge such 
fees to Deposit Account No. 06 1 9 10. 

Applicant maintains Unit the original claims arc pateniahly distinct over the cited 
references. The present Amendment, however, is being tiled to focus the pending claims on 
embodiments that may be separately commercialized, separately licensed, or both. Insofar as the 
original claims arc concerned. Applicant expressly reserves the right to pursue those original 
claims, or other claims not reciting the features of the present claims, in further prosecution. 

In the Office Action of November IK 2007, the f-xummcr rejected claims 1-14 under 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US. Patent No. 4.235,048 to Cillery ("Cillery") in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0045073 to Finlcy (/Tinte/l Taking into 
consideration the above submitted amendments. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration. 

Applicant submits that the limitations of the originally offered claims, as well as the 
claims including the above amendments, sufficiently positively limit the claims to embodiments 
laughl away from by the nit. A reference may be said to teach away when a person oi ordinary 
skill, upon reading die reference, would be discouraged from following the path scl out in the 
reference, or would be led in a direction divergent from the path that was taken by the Applicant. 
In re Gurtcy. 27 K3d 55 L 31 U.S.P.Q.2d I 1 30 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Cillery teaches a double gla/.cd window providing different functions depending upon the 
orientation of the window. Cillery docs not disclose or suggest a double glazed window 
providing two coated surfaces that provide the same function depending upon the orientation ot 
the window. Applicant provides a phulocutalytic coaling on each side of a reversible window for 
the purpose of providing the same function to each side. A person of ordinary skill would be 
discouraged from following Cillery to provide the same photocatalylic function to different sides 
of a substrate because Giilcry cmphasiy.es the use of a reversible window to enhance different 
functional coatings only. One of ordinary skill reading Cillery would deem the application of the 
same coating, for the same purpose in both sides of a reversible pane redundant and unnecessary. 
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Moreover, contrary to l-xamincr's suggestion, providing phoiocalalytic layers on both 
sides of a window assembly would not be an obvious design choice to one of ordinary skiil in the 
art. Examiner characterizes such a combination as a "mere duplication of ports/ 1 However, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not obviously apply a pholocataiylic coating lo both sides ol n 
substrate for at least two reasons. First a phoiocalalytic coaling on both sides of a substrate, may 
be viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the art as producing a possible decrease in the visible 
transmiltanee of the substrate, thereby having an adverse impact on the overall opt ica! properties 
of the substrate. Second, such a design choice would render one coating, (the interior coating} 
generally nonfunctional because the interior coating would not receive the direct sun light 
required to activate the phoiocalalytic coaling. Hence, it is not an "obvious design choice 1 ' for 
one of skill in the art to merely duplicate a -pholocaialylic coaling on both sides of a substrate. 
To the contrary, it would be obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to not apply a 
phoiocalalytic coating to both sides of a substrate. Therefor* the suggestion of "mere 
duplication of parts" is not persuasive support for the existence in the art of the limitation of the 
claims requiring both substrate surfaces to bear a phoiocalalytic coating. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is submitted that all the claims ol 
the application arc in condition for allowance. Kavorable consideration and prompt allowance of 
the application arc respectfully requested. The Examiner is invited lo telephone the undersigned 
if the lixaminer believes it would be useful lo advance prosecution. 

Respectfully submitted, 



J 

John S^Dolan 
RcgisltMlion No. -15.382 


Customer No. 22N5*7 

I'rcdrikson & Byron, P. A. 

200 South Sixth Street, Suite 4000 

Minneapolis. MN 55402- i 425 USA 

Telephone: (ft 1 2) 492-7000 

Facsimile: {612)492-7077 
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j hereby certify ihiil ihi:i piipcr is hciii]* ini:iNiui(lecl by liiCNiinilc to lite U.S. 1'nicnl mill Trademark Office. F;»\ No. (57 ! ) :>?3- 
X300 on ihc ditic shown helmw*. 
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